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REMARKS 

Since the Examiner indicated that claims 14 and 15 would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form, Applicant has rewritten claim 14 (14/13/11) in independent form, whereby 
claims 14 and 15 now should be allowable. Applicant has added a new claim 16 which is 
substantially the same as claim 12, but dependent on claim 14. Therefore, new claim 16 also 
should be allowable. 

Applicant has canceled claim 13, and added its limitation to parent claim 11, whereby 
claim 11 is now equal to claim 1 + claim 13. 

Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection of claims 11-13 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) 
[sic, 102(e)] as being anticipated by Godek '380. 

Such a rejection requires that Godek disclose, either expressly or inherently, each 
limitation of each of claims 1 1-13, or in other words, that each of claims 1 1-13 be readable, 
either expressly or inherently, on Godek's disclosure. 

Applicant respectfully submits that clearly such is not the case here. More specifically, 
amended independent parent claim 11 (11 + 13) defines a new antenna which is not disclosed or 
even suggested in Godek. As the Examiner states, Godek is directed to an "inductor", that is, an 
element with a coil and a closed magnetic circuit. Godek proposes a magnetic circuit with two 
closed loops. Thus, the arm around which the coil extends is arranged in the middle of the "first 
and second bases", as these "bases" are defined in Applicant's claim 11. 

Thus, a person skilled in the art would have designed the antenna with a coil supported 
by a plate and a magnetic core in the following way: 
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To the contrary, in order to allow a batch process for low cost-production of antenna 
units, Applicant's claimed antenna is configured with the main direction of the core parallel to 
the coil plate, as schematically represented below in a side view: 
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Such an arrangement is neither described nor suggested by Godek. 

Thus, since Godek does not disclose, either expressly or inherently, each limitation of 
claims 11 and 12, Applicant respectfully submits that Godek is incapable of anticipating either 
claim 11 or 12. 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to find the application to be in 
condition for allowance with claims 11, 12, 14, 15 and 16; however, if for any reason the 
Examiner feels that the application is not now in condition for allowance, the Examiner is 
respectfully requested to call the undersigned attorney to discuss any unresolved issues and to 
expedite the disposition of the application. 
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Applicant hereby petitions for any extension of time which may be required to maintain 
the pendency of this application, and any required fee for such extension is to be charged to 
Deposit Account No. 19-4880. The Commissioner is also authorized to charge any additional fees 
under 37 C.F.R. § 1.16 and/or § 1.17 necessary to keep this application pending in the Patent and 
Trademark Office or credit any overpayment to said Deposit Account No. 19-4880. 
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